It has been brought to our attention that there is a possible error in Figure 5 of the above paper whereby the western blot panel for beta-catenin representing the two cell lines MKN45 and MKN7 cells is identical. On inspection we agree with this observation, which is clearly an error on our part and which was also missed during the peer review process. Unfortunately we are unable to access the original gels and it is therefore not possible to offer the journal a full corrigendum, but nevertheless we feel it is important to acknowledge the error and formally put it on the record. Figure 5 in this paper represents our study of the linkage between E-cadherin and beta-catenin in these cell lines. Previous (Shibamoto et al, 1994) and subsequent publications (Ono et al, 2004; Atsumi et al, 2007) looking at the E-cadherin-catenin complex in these cell lines have shown concordant results with the conclusions of our paper, where we show that despite the similar expression and interaction of the E-cadherin and betacatenin in both cell lines, cell to cell adhesion characteristics are different. Other authors have proposed this to be due to other factors influencing cellcell adhesion, such as differences in tyrosine phosphorylation levels of these proteins. Our paper is purely descriptive and our findings are supported by other publications in the field. We therefore conclude that this error in Figure 5 does not alter interpretation of the findings of our paper.
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We have scrutinised the other data and images in the paper and can confidently confirm that there are no further errors or inaccuracies.
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